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nt held, there will be brought up for debate and action thereon, a proposal that 

m- the Bar Association petition the Supreme Court of Florida for an order in- 
tegrating the Bar of Florida by court rule. All phases of the question will be 

: 4 discussed and proponents and opponents given adequate opportunity to present 

a their views. 
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The Board of Governors has authorized the President to select the site 
for the 1946 annual convention, which at this writing has not yet been done. 
The convention will probably be held, however, either at Miami, Miami Beach 
or Palm Beach. 


Julius F. Parker, 
President. 
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REPORT OF MID-WINTER CONFERENCE 
OF BAR DELEGATES 


The Mid-Winter Conference of Bar Delegates was called to order by Mr. 
Julius F. Parker, President, Florida State Bar Association, at 9:30 A. M., 
December 15th, 1945, in the George Washington Hotel, Jacksonville, Florida. 
Invocation was offered by Mr. Charles Mitchell. The welcoming address was 
made by Mr. Gene Mitchell, President of the Jacksonville Bar Association. 
Response was given by Mr. E. Harris Drew, past President, of the Florida 
State Bar Association. 


Mr. James Booth, of St. Petersburg, Chairman of the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Admission made his report on the petition of the Attorney General 
to relax the rules on education requirements for admission to practice, which 
was recently presented and argued before the Supreme Court. After de- 
veloping the history of the rule he stated he was pleased to report that the 
Supreme Court denied.the petition. 


M. Lvle Holcomb, of the Miami Bar, was called upon to speak upon the 
subject of “A Proposal on the Effective Date of New Legislation.” In the 
course of his remarks, Mr. Holcomb stated: 


“We have had a situation that is absolutely astounding. I do not see how 
we, as lawyers, how the Courts and business people of this state, have stood 
by for the last 20 years and permitted such a condition to exist, and I refer 
to the fact that almost without exception the Florida Legislature gave immediate 
effect to every act that was passed. The only one that I can recall now that 
has not been given immediate effect was the new act for guardians. 


As a result of that condition, and as a result of the fact there is confusion 
in the printing of acts, laws that were adopted last April were brought to our 
attention in the bound volume in the early part of this month. 

“Now, that is just utterly inconceivable in a state as great as the State 
of Florida. Something should be done about it. I wrote to the President of our 
State Bar Association and he asked me whether I would appear here and bring 
this matter up. The Bay County Bar Association, the Palm Beach County Bar 
Association, and the Key West Bar Association have all adopted resolutions on 
this matter, calling attention to this situation.” 

After further discussion he offered the following resolution and moved its 
adoption : 

“WHEREAS, for many years it has been the practice and custom of the 
Florida Legislature to pass many acts with a provision giving them immediate 
effect; and 

“WHEREAS, the effect of this practice has been to cause these acts to 
become law and effective long before they are printed and distributed and the 
courts, lawyers and people of. Florida thereby become subject to laws of which 
they have no notice for a considerable period after they become effective; and 

“WHEREAS, because of this situation it is impossible to safely advise a 
client or engage in litigation or take any action, and business is thereby 
hampered, impeded and delayed; and 

“WHEREAS, few of the acts given immediate effect have any real need 
therefor and their effective date could usually be postponed without causing 
undue hardshin; 

“NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT HEREBY RESOLVED by the Mid-winter 
Conference of Bar Delegates of the Florida State Bar Association assembled 
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in Jacksonville, this December 15, 1945, that the effective date of Acts of the 
Florida Legislature should not be earlier than such time as will permit the 
printing and distributing of such acts. and we recommend that none except 
emergency legislation be given immediate effect.” 


After discussion from the floor by Messrs. Ellis, Edrehi, Petteway, Drew, 
Carmichael and McCarthy, the motion for the adoption of the resolution was 
carried and the resolution was adonvted. ‘ 

Thereupon, Mr. Holcomb made the following motion: 


“IT move that the President of this Association appoint a committee of 
sufficient size as he determines advisable to investigate the question of the 
effective date of the acts of the Legislature and the matter of publication and 
distribution, and to invite the cooperation of the Secretary of State and the 
Attorney General, and to report back to the Bar delegates at the next convention 
on, some feasible means of remedying this situation.” 


The motion was seconded and there being no discussion a vote was taken 
and the motion was carried. 

Mr. Chief Justice Chapman and Mr. Justice Sebring were next called upon 
to discuss the plans for the new Supreme Court Building. Justice Chapman 
explained the need for a new building, its location and the proposed alternate 
exterior plans if sufficient money was not available for the exterior finish 
as proposed in the original plans. 

Mr. Justice Sebring exhibited the architectural drawings and explained 
the many features which were to be incorporated in the new building. 

Mr. Justice Glenn Terrell reported as follows on the present status of the 
new rules: 

Mr. President, Bar delegates, and guests. It would not be amiss to 
spend a minute to give a preliminary statement to bring everybody up to date, 


and to give you a picture of the reasons for this committee, and this attempt 
to modernize the rules of precedure. 


The Legislature of 1943 passed an act, which was Chapter 21995, author- 
izing the Supreme Court of Florida to prescribe rules, forms of procedure, 
writs, and so on, for the Circuit Courts, and the Civil Courts of Record, and 
the County Courts. In pursuance to that act, the Florida State Bar Association, 
through its appropriate committee, filed a petition in the Supreme Court pray- 
ing that the Court adopt the Federal rules, or such modification of the Federal 
rules as the court thought were applicable to practice in this State. 


That petition was argued at length, and on March 9th of this year, the 
court handed down its opinion in which it declined to accept or adopt the Federal 
rules entirely, but did recognize the fact that some changes and modifications 


or modernizations of the rules, whichever Cones you choose to — it, was 
necessary. 


There were three distinct points decided in that opinion. The first was 
the Constitution of Florida recognized power in the Legislature and power in 
the Supreme Court to prescribe rules of procedure. That authorization, as 
in the Constitution, is more or less a left-handed authorization ‘in that its terms 
are not direct. If you read Section 20 and 21 of Article 3, with referente to 
the enactment of local laws and general laws, you will: find an awtthorization 
there that allows prescribing rules of procedure fon he: Courts of —e which 
shall be general. i 

That is certainly an guthotitation of the Legislature to pass ana enact 
rules of procedure or statutes that amount to rules of procedure. © 

Then, if you read Section 5 of Article 4, you ‘will find a similar authoriza- | 
tion for the Supreme Court to enact or to adopt rules of procedure. So that has 


e 
£ 
ir 
yn 
ts 
he 
to 
he 
ch 
nd 

by 

bed 

ng 

er 

ed 


30 FLORIDA LAW JOURNAL 


been the history of the rules authorization in Florida. We hear lots of talk 
about inherent power in enacting rules of procedure, and unquestionably there 
is an area in which the Supreme Court and Circuit Court and other courts may 
prescribe rules of procedure. But there are so many of our proceedings that 
are statutory, and there are so many that deal with matters that are not within 
the area in which the Court may be said to have inherent authority to pass 
rules, it has been the case in this State for a hundred years that the Legislature 
has exercised that authority, and the court has also exercised that authority. 
So it is not worth while for us to waste any time over the question of the 
boundary line between inherent authority and legislative authority, and these 
other authorities that we may bother ourselves about in reference to this: matter 
of procedure. 


In interpretating the Acts of 1943, the court was confronted with some 
difficulty in reconciling some of its provisions. The title and Section 1 in 
clear terms authorize the court to prescribe rules. Section 3 reads: ‘Wherever 
the Supreme Court shall adopt any rules under this Act, they shall be reported 
by the court to the legislature of the State of Florida in its next ensuing session 
and shall not take effect until after.the close of such a session.” 


If you will read Section 3 with Section 1, and then read it again with Sec- 
tion 6 and Section 5, you will unquestionably experience some trouble in recon- 
ciling those provisions and you will see that this section requires these rules to 
be reported back to the Legislature. 


Some members of the Bar took the position that the Legislature, in enacting 
that provision, held a whip over the court, with the authority to veto any rule 
that the court may prescribe. The court could not bring itself, I say, to that 
conclusion. The court was perfectly in harmony with the idea of submitting 
the rules that it promulgated back to the Legislaure, and a further section of 
the Act retains the authority in the Legislature to promulgate further and dif-. 
ferent rules. But our thought was that the rules should appropriately be sub- 
mitted to the Legislature as a matter of information, that they should be given a 
test, and then, if future considerations determine that they were not what they 
were expected to be or designed to be or served the purpose that they were 
designed to serve, they might be repealed. The court thought that was the 
only reasonable interpretation or manner in which to harmonize Section 3 and 
Sections 5 and 6 with the other sections of the Act. 


With reference to the scope of revision, I stated in the beginning that the 
court unanimously agree that it would not substitute the Federal rules of civil 
procedure for the common law rules that we have in this State. We have been 
working under rules that we have in Florida somewhat similar to those that 
we have at the present time for over one hundred years. During that time 
many decisions of the court, construing various provisions of those rules and 
various phases of the practice, have become familiar to the members of the 
Bar. Well, now, we recognize that there were many advantageous and admir- 
able provisions in the Federal rules, but our thought was that those provisions 
should be taken out of the Federal rules and integrated into the State rules, 
in the common law rules, and perhaps some phases of the equity rules. 


Another reason that the court took that position, its reason being epitomized 
in one of the concluding paragraphs of the opinion that I am going to read, 
because it states it here a good deal more succintly than I could attempt to 
state it by speaking. The Federal rules of civil procedure are geared to a 
system that is materially different from our State system. It is hardly necessary 
to say to a body of lawyers that one of the reasons for Federal rules for civil 
procedure was that prior to the time of the adoption of these rules, the Federal 
courts had been following generally the practice in the State courts, and one of 
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the main purposes actuating the Federal rules of civil procedure was to have a 
similar system throughout the country. 


“The Federal system was designed to provide a uniform system of prac- 
tice in the Federal District Courts and by reason of Constitutional, statutory 
and other reasons cannot contemplate rules for the orderly conduct of a variety 
of suits and statutory proceedings that arise in State practice. If we should 
adopt the Federal rules of civil procedure, many of them would have no appli- 


cation to our State practice. At the same time there are many proceedings 
that we would be without rules to govern.” 


Rule 38 of the Federal Rules recite those provisions which have no appli- 
cation whatever. 


This rule shall not apply to mandamus proceedings, quo warranto, habeas 
corpus and other constitutional writs, certiorari, statutory provision for en- 
forcement of liens either in personam or in rem, statutory proceedings relating 
to the adoption of children, changing the names of persons, appointment of cura- 
tor, landlord and tenant proceedings, forcible and unlawful entry, right of 


_ eminent domain, violation of bonds, scire facia, reestablishment of lost papers 


and records, guardianship and bastardy. 


So far as litigation to the Supreme Court is concerned, I attempted to 
make an analysis of the cases there to determine what percentage of the liti- 
gation that comes into the court, comes within those provisions that are elimi- 
nated in the rules, and only thirty per cent of cases now come to the Supreme 
Court within these terms that are eliminated. So that and other considerations 
that I might mention are the main ones that would induce the court to refuse 
to adopt the Federal rules bodily. 


We did attempt to take some of the provisions from the Federal rules to 
integrate into our system. When the court reached its conclusion, the court 
decided also that it would not undertake as a court to do the physical act of 
revising the rules, so this committee was appointed. This committee was ap- 
pointed by the court. The court was aware of the fact that there were two 
schools of thought among lawyers—perhaps more than that, but at least two 
—it would be difficult to get three lawyers together that would not have a 
variety of opinion. So we realized that there are at least two schools of thought 
with reference to what shall be done as to the manner of revision or moderni- 
zation. The court designating this committee purposely put representatives 
from both schools of thought on this committee. The committee is composed 
of (Justice Terrell read all the names of the committee). ‘ 


Those are the members that were designated to that committee. This 
committee has been working for several months on this modernization program, 
and the result of the committee’s work is published in the recent issue of the 
Bar Journal and I understand that there is considerable controversy about that. 


I am going to discuss those provisions briefly from the standpoint of 
what it seems to the court. Departures were made from the present common 
law. system, and those departures are embraced in rules 11, 12, 13, 15 and 34. 


Those five rules embrace rules that are a een departure from the present 
common law practice. 


You can turn to your Bar Journal there. Rule 11 has to do with the manner 
of commencement of an action. It abandons the present manner that is pre- 
scribed in the common law rules and it is consonant with what we have in the 
Federal rules. In reaching this conclusion, the court had access to the rules of 
practice from every State in the Union, and we used them liberally. We also 
had access to the Federal rules of civil procedure, and as I stated a while ago, 
the members of the committee were not in unison about the adoption of the 
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recommendation of the rules. But these rules were recommended by a majority 
of the committee. 


One of the things that actuated us, we thought it was advantageous to 
harmonize, as near as possible, the common law practice with the Federal prac- 
tice and the equity practice. We have our equity practice which was revised 
a few years ago by a very able committee appointed by the Bar Association. 
The Bar Association undertook that work and our thought was that very few 
changes needed to be made in the equity practice. But we thought that the 
common law practice could be moderized and that was the first step that we 
undertook, to modernize it. You notice the numbering of these rules, and we 
took them and attempted to integrate these pages in the proper place where 
they should come to retain what we do not propose to discard, and this question 
of the commencement of an action happened to be Rule 11. 


Under that procedure, as I stated, we thought it was proper and advisable 
to harmonize as far as possible the common law practice and equity practice 


and the Federal practice. The only purpose of Rule 11 was to effect that 
harmonization. 


Now Rule 12: You find on page 296 that it abolishes rule days. You will 
find, if you will examine the rule of the practice in different States of the 
Union, there are hardly any States now that retain the old system of pleading 
from rule day to rule day. From my observation and experience in talking 
to the lawyers, and I talked to a great many lawyers, that have come into the 
office from time to time, my observation was that lawyers who are doing 
considerable practice in both State and Federal courts were anxious to see a 
harmonization of the practice in both courts. They thought it would serve a 
good purpose in the practice in both courts if both procedures were harmonized. 
The lawyers who restrict their practice exclusively to State practice, and a 
good many of them do, didn’t want any change at all, they were satisfied with 
the present system and preferred to leave it as it is. So I figure that we are 
fully conscious of that situation. But there are other things that must actuate 
the Bar with reference to modernizing the practice, and that is we cannot over- 
look this fact that, as we say, with reference to public utilities, that the prac- 
tice of law is not a means by which, as lawyers, we make a living, but a thing 
in which the public is vitally interested. And the public, those who have liti- 
gation, are intensely interested in the fact that litigation be dispatched as 
soon as it is reasonably possible to dispatch it and with the minimum expense. 
You will find, if you will talk to people you represent, that they are intensely 
interested in thése two elements, those two factors. 


I did not think any rule or rules of procedure will affect that purpose. 
I think it is a matter that depends much more on personnel than it does on 
rules. But with this change, certainly, the trial judges and the Bar, if they 
bear those factors, those elements in mind, certainly they can expedite liti- 
gation better than they have been able to expedite it before. In a good many of 
the States they have abolished trial terms entirely, and when a case or issues 
are made up, it is ready for trial or disposition just as equity is in our prac- 
tice, and there is no reason in the world why that should not be the rule in 
our own State. Business of all kinds is transacted according to modern methods, 
if we do not bring the transaction of the legal business up to modern methods, 
it just means that the transaction of legal business is going out of the hands 
of the Bar, where it should stay, and be done by commissions and other bodies 
and organizations. 


Then the Rule 13, with reference to the service of pleadings. I did not 
apprehend that there should be any objection to that. When a pleading is 
filed, a copy is served on opposing counsel, and if there is more than one 
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defendant I think it should be filed in triplicate so that all defendants may 
be furnished with a copy of the declaration. It is hardly necessary, I think, 
to speak of the advantage of that. All of us well know, especially those who 
haye practiced in the country, when a declaration is filed, the other fellow files 
one and if you are counsel for the defendant, you have to go to the Court House 
and get the record in the case, and perhaps you cannot get the case because 
some other lawyer has it. You experience all kinds of difficulty in getting it. 


But under this system, the declaration will be furnished you regardless of the 
number of defendants there are. 


The next one is Rule 15 with reference to pleadings. I enumerated that 
as one of the distinct departures from the present system, but we do have 
something like it in that we require the declaration to conform to certain 
specifications. This goes into a little more detail with reference to the filing 
of those, making it a requirement to conform to those specifications and also 
with reference to particular defenses. Then the fifteenth rule also restricts 
the pleadings to a declaration and to an answer, and then if the circumstances 
require, to a reply. Now, that is in conformity with the Federal rule and in 
conformity with the rule of Michigan and in conformity with the rule of many, 
many other states, and is approved practice procedure by, I would say, at least 
one third of the States in the Country or the States that we look to for leader- 
ship with reference to modern practice. It is the most effective means of 
reaching issues and dispatching litigation. 


Rule 34 was fostered by the Junior Bar Association. It was first rejected 
by the committee. Then on a motion to reconsider, the vote by which it was 
rejected, the committee reconsidered it and approved it. We have not hereto- 
fore taken ample safe guards to stop objections to that rule which would pro- 
long and hinder rather than speed litigation and reduce procedural difficulties 
it would make. We would have a maximum instead of to reduce them to a 


minimum. But we thought there were safeguards enough placed in that rule 
to remove those difficulties. 


There are instances, I would not say a great many instances, but the 
most flagrant abuse of it, and the reason for it was a case we had which 
came up from Miami a few years ago, in which the question turned on the 
sufficiency of the declaration under the statute. It was brought out in the 
argument in this case it would cost $4,000.00 or $5,000.00 to take the evidence 
in that case and to litigate it, and the sufficiency of the declaration depended 
on the third portion of the statute under which it was brought. Yet, a majority 
of our court refused to pass on that sufficiency of that declaration under the 
old rule. It was common law, and it wasn’t brought up for final judgment. 
Well, we have a good many cases that come to the Supreme Court of that 
kind, and they require those folks to go back down there and take $5,000.00. 
worth of evidence and spend a year to take it, and then bring it up to the 
court and the court will say the declaration was not sufficient. / 


To me it is just utterly foolish and inexcusable, and there are instances 
in which that rule will serve a splendid purpose. 

The rest of these rules in Volume 1 here are what we might term “Addi- 
tions to the present. practice.” With reference to Rule 21 “Pleading special 
matters,” and Rule 22, “Defenses,” Rule 23 “Misjoinder and Non-joinder of 
parties” : 

We have something similar in practice to all of these rules, but they have 
been redrawn and additions that were taken from what was thought to be 
the best practice over the Country and injected into them, sometimes from 
Federal practice, and sometimes from the practice of other States. 


And that is where all of these other rules are derived such as “Consolidation 
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of causes,” “Sham pleas,” “pre-trial procedure.” We had a rule already author- 
izing pre-trial procedure to be employed at the option of the Circuit Courts, 
but it was brought out that it had been very advantageously employed in 
two or three circuits, and that only two or three circuits have adopted it. 
From the urgence of some of those that hed not adopted it and seen the 
beneficial advantages of it, the Court saw fit to approve that as a general 
rule of procedure, and as an optional rule with the Circuit Courts. 


Then the “Motions for directed verdicts” and “Special verdicts and inter- 
rogoratories,” and “Evidence in new trials,’—that is Rule 29 and 31, were 
actuated by what has been our experience here in the Supreme Court in those 
kinds of appeals. And in reference to Rule 32, “Evidence in new trials.” It 
has always been the trouble in many cases where a case is reversed for a new 
trial that witnesses disappear. It has sometimes been impossible and always 
difficult to get witnesses brought back for a second trial. The purpose of that 
rule is to use the testimony which was taken at the former trial. Then the 
next rule 33 “Assigning error on record in appeals from new trial.” It has 
been a practice for the court in reversing a case, to often state something in 
the nature of instruction to the Circuit judge with reference to a second trial 
which is advantageous, and that rule is put in there to cover those kinds of 
cases. 


As to Volume II, the committee has not completed its work on that, and 
I don’t think it is worth while to discuss it except to take suggestions. Now, 
if any of you have suggestions you want to make, the committee will be delighted 
to consider them because I have a great faith in the practitioners who have 
had lots of experience and attempted to amend these things in the light of 


what that experience has been. I think it is the best guide, the best determinator 
of these amendments. 


Mr. Parker: Mr. Drew. 


Mr. Drew: Justice Terrell, since this December issue has been circulated 
in my Bar, great confusion reigns. Most of the lawyers think that they have 
been practicing under the wrong set of rules since June. We have gotten the 
impression that these rules of Volume I have been adopted and didn’t take 


effect at the adjournment of the Legislature under the provisions of Chapter 
21995. 


Justice Terrell: That is another case of interpretating the acts of the 
Legislature. The court feels that it is authorized to adopt an order putting 
these rules into effect, and'the court has not adopted any order yet. This 
first volume was finished before the Legislature adjourned and because it was 
finished, we thought that that volume should be submitted to the Legislature 
and be finished, as far as the Legislature is concerned. But the court has made 
no order putting that volume into effect because, as I thought, the other volume 
should be completed and both volumes put in effect at the same time. It was 
further the thought of the court that this matter with reference to rule days, 
and reference to filing of pleadings, should be carried through the equity rule. 
That is practically all the change that the court has in mind of making in the 
equity practice, but it was thought those provisions should go through those 
to harmonize them. When that is done, then the equity practice, the common 
law practice, and the Federal practice would all be harmonized on the question 
of pleading, the time of pleading, and so forth. 

There was considerable discussion from the floor with respect to various 
features of the rules, and especially the service of a copy of the declaration 
by the Sheriff at the time he serves the summons. 


' After Justice Terrell had answered the questions propounded from the 
floor the President thanked him for delivering the talk, stating “The Bar 
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Association is deeply grateful to the judges who have given their time to come 
here, particularly on this matter about the rules.” 


After Justice Terrell’s talk, Mr. Lawrence Truett, of the Tallahassee Bar, 
Chairman of the Civil Procedure Committee, made his report as follows: 


“My committee was in a peculiar position as having not been on the 
Supreme Court’s committee or having any voice therein, nor did they have 
any benefit of any discussions that have taken place. However, I. must say 
that Mr. Justice Terrell has very kindly talked to me about the matter and 
said that any time he would be glad to discuss these rules with me. It would 
seem to me from what I have heard this morning on a discussion of a very 
simple rule that the committee has had somewhat of a difficult task. I do not 
know that the rules could have been made any better than they have submitted 
it. When you take into consideration the conflict that seems to exist between 
the members of the Bar, I think they have done a very excellent job. It would 
seem to me we have a very full report upon the status of the present rules. 
There is nothing that my committee can do with regard to those rules, except 
that I believe we might possibly act as a clearing house for such information, 
such suggestions that might be made by the various members of the Bar. Now, 
frankly, I have not had a very long time in which to study these rules. I do 
not think you had, and I know that the committee would be very happy to have 
your suggestions and in turn convey them to the Supreme Court.” 


Mr. Truett then addressed his remarks to the particular discussion of 
several of the rules as they appeared in the Law Journal. 


Mr. Ausley, of the Tallahassee Bar, Chairman of the Committee on Legis- 
lation, reported that the Legislative program in almost its entirety had been 
adopted by the 1945 Legjslature. He closed his remarks with the statement 
“I think that the Bar Association can point with a great deal of pride to its 
achievements of the last two sessions and I believe when you have heard the 
explanation of the new guardianship law by Mr. Redfearn you will agree it has 


its place along with the chancery. act and probate act as one of the real achieve- 
ments of the last few years.” 


Mr. J. Velma Keen, of the Tallahassee Bar, Chairman of the Committee on 
Refresher Courses, reported as follows: 


MR. KEEN: Mr, President, and gentlemen, long before the war was over 
there was a good deal of agitation among those of us who could not go to war, 
over the question of whether or not the Bar Associations over the country 
should give refresher courses to lawyers who returned from the service. Many 
suggestions were made and opinions seemed to be pretty well cemtered on the 
idea that we ought to definitely elaborate on refresher courses for lawyers as 
they come back from the service. The American Bar Association has done 
much work in this connection, and we have somewhat followed their lead. 
Yesterday we had a meeting of the committee and after several hours discussion, 
the members of the committee were not so certain as to whther or not there 
existed the need we previously thought existed. It seems that in some parts 


of the State, they think they do not need refresher courses for returning veterans 
at all. 


For example, in Jacksonville we were told at the meeting there is no 
demand for this kind of service. Down in Tampa we were told that the demand 
is now immediate, and in other parts of the State there was some demand. 


First of all, it seems to the Committee that we would have to wait until 
a sufficient number of these men come back to find out from them whether 
or not they want this held. You know, it is difficult to take a fellow and choke 
down him a refresher course. It was the same kind of dealing with the Chinese 
when we sent missionaries to China. If he does not want to be saved, we can’t 
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save him, and it is the same way with these young men coming back from the 
war. And until they come back and have an opportunity to settle down and 
know what it is they want, these refresher courses will not be of very great 
service. So yesterday, in that session it developed that if a community does 
want refresher courses, then they should have them, and it seemed to be the 
consensus of opinion that those who returned from the service and who were 
at the meeting, these courses should be primarily given to bring lawyers up to 
date on new legislation, new rules of the Court, and matters of that kind, and 
to be confined entirely to matters which they would use in every day practice. 
They are not particularly interested in many of these other things especially, 
but it should be something they would use from day to day. It was also deter- 


mined this was going to be largely a local problem, and the solution must come 
largely from the local Bars. 


The State Bar Association will act primarily, or this Committee will act 
primarily, as a clearing house to clear ideas that will come to us from the 
different associations and we will offer suggestions and plans to local Associa- 
tions as to how to develop these refresher courses, and what subjects have 
been suggested as being appropriate for the courses. We* would be available 
to go around and meet with the local Associations at any time for the purpose 
of getting such courses on their way. We will also make suggestions as to 
the length of time the courses ought to run, whether they ought to be quick 
courses and run for only one or two days, or one or two evenings, or whether 
they should extend over a week, or two weeks, or over a longer period of time. 


In the larger Associations, such as Jacksonville, Tampa, and Miami, and 
other large ones, there is no doubt but that local lecturers can be obtained who 
can do a creditable job in carrying on these courses, and each local groups will 
have to decide what subjects they want to cover and how long they wish to 


have them covered. The larger local Associations do not present a very grave 
problem. 


On the other hand, the smaller communities, such as Tallahassee and Gaines- 
ville, Ocala, Lake Wales and some of the others do present rather difficult 
problems because the Bars are not large enough there to carry on such extensive 
courses. In such cases we propose that if and when these local Associations, 
small Associations, want courses of this kind, the State Committee will under- 
take to secure speakers and to route them through these smaller communities, 
so that four speakers will start over, say, at Pensacola—not to small communi- 
ties such as I live in— we will use that as an example—start at Pensacola and 
devote a day to different subjects. The next day they will go to Tallahassee 
and Live Oak, and down to Gainesville and Ocala, and so on. It may take a 
week’s time. During another week, four speakers will make the same route 
covering different subjects, and so on, as long as the local group wanted the 
assistance and help from these speakers. 


Now, in the larger communities, we think that it is largely a local prob- 
lem; that local speakers will have to be obtained. We will help in every way 
we can in getting it organized, help them to select their speakers, and wherever 
desirable we will obtain and send to you speakers from the outside. Some of 
the members of the Committee seem to think that they would like to listen 
to a man who came from outside rather than from their home, and with whom 
they were not meeting in their daily practice. There would be a new voice and 


a new face and it would sound better to them. It might not be better law, 
but it would sound better. 


I think the State Bar is in a position to furnish these extra speakers any 
time you call upon us. The law schools have been consulted in this matter 
and they—one is Gainesville and another is Miami University—are now offering 
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refresher courses but those are actual semester courses where a returned veteran 
goes there and draws his pay from the Government and has his tuition paid. 
They tell me that down at the University of Florida that they have a great 
many inquiries for such courses. They thought it was going to be a very 


large and popular course, but instead of having 150 or 200 people attending the 
course, they only have about 17. 


On the other hand, it was suggested that we ask the law schools—Gaines- 
ville, Miami, and Stetson—to give short courses, say a week, 5 days, 6 days, 
and the objection to that was that many veterans would not attend. First, 
they would not have the money to go or the Government would not pay their 
expenses, and, secondly, they did not want to leave home so quickly because 
they were home with their families for the first time in a long time, and unless 
we could bring the courses to them in their community where they could be 
handled outside of regular work hours, that the courses they take would not 
be of great value. Anyway, we are requesting these law schools to put these 


courses on for them, in the event there is sufficient demand to take care of 
the time and expense for the University. 


We suggest to you when you return to your homes and Local Bars that 
you take this matter up with the Association, with your Committees, and state 
to them that the Committee of the State Bar Association is anxious to help; 
that if you want us, a member of the Committee will come down and help you 
in getting organized for these courses after you determine you want them. 
We will do that. We will undertake to get outside speakers, or help you locally. 
We also will be a clearing house for ideas. We will also undertake to publish 
the lectures of the various persons who have lectured on the different subjects. 
You know we did that when we had the Institute some years ago. We had 
those for some two years, and each year the subjects were mimeographed and 
sent out to everyone who would pay a dollar and a half for them. We would 
be able to distribute those to the veterans inexpensively, perhaps without any 
cost. So we want you to know that the State Bar Association Committee is 
anxious to help. We are ready and willing and able, and all you need to do is call 


on us, and we will certainly be available whenever you request it. Thank you 
very much. 


At the afternoon session Mr. Jones, Immediate Past President, was in the 
chair. 

Mr. Donald Walker, of the Orlando Bar, was called upon to speak on the 
subject of “A New Rule to Prevent the Needless Printing of Supreme Court 
Decisions.” His remarks were as follows: 


Mr. President, Members of Bench and Bar: 


It’s a pleasure to be back with you after four years and a particular honor 
to be on this program. 

While stationed in the Admiralty Islands in the South West Pacific, I 
was one of the fortunate ones given a ten day leave to Sydney, Australia. There 
I was even more fortunate in meeting distinguished members of the bench and 
bar of Australia, Sir Owen Dixon, one of the Justices of the High Court of 
Australia, Mr. Justice Roper and his associate of the Supreme Court of New 
South Wales and several King’s Counsellors, barristers, and solicitors. My 
impression of the lawyers in Australia, a younger country than ours, is that 
many of them are still akin to the strong, staunch material we had among our 
famous pioneering lawyers. Older nations have learned many profitable lessons 
from us. We must be reminded that we, too, can learn from younger nations 
like Australia. 

I particularly investigated the law books in each barrister’s office.’ Their 
reports were so few in number that I made special inquiry and found they do 
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not publish every opinion of their courts of last resort; but, their justices 
decide upon the opinions that are worthy of publication. Perhaps they publish 
10% or 25% of their opinions. Their plan is, I think, that this percentage 
will lessen with the years as their case made law is formulated. 


One of our law book men, who asked not to be quoted in name, stated 
that our Third Decenial Digest of the American Digest System published an 
average of 25,000 opinions per year with an average of 314 points per opinion 
for the ten year period from 1916 to 1926; and, 32,500 opinions per year with 
four points per opinion in the Fourth Decenial for the next ten year period 
from 1926 to 1936. This is an increase of 7500 cases per year or over 25% in 
ten years alone. The barristers in Australia were amazed when told it was my 
impression that we published throughout our country substantially all opinions 
of courts of last resort. 


Let us consider, for the future, the plan whereby the Justices of the 
Supreme Court of Florida would decide by their majority vote in each case 
whether or not the publication of each opinion would serve any useful purpose. 
The unpublished opinions could be filed in the Supreme Court building available 
to anyone at anytime. For our past case made law, let us consider the revision 
and republication of reports, eliminating useless cases. We could adopt the 
use of pocket parts in our reports so that any cases omitted and later found 
useful could be added. In addition, we could require the publication of cases 
for each state in separate volumes, so the poor young lawyer would not be 
burdened with reports of any except his own state. The full reports should 
be sheltered in a central library for the use of all. 


The adoption of such a program would certainly reduce the expense of the 
purchase of the reports, reduce rent for office space for libraries, and, finally, 


and most important, reduce the time required of the bar to brief the law and 
of the bench to study the briefs. 


This is a public relations question, far reaching in scope. We just heard 
Mr. Justice Terrell state that boards, commissions, and the public are taking 


and keeping much of our practice from us, in spite of the fact that they should 
be better off in our hands. 


Consider just one illustration: The general rule of law, I think, is that 
the title of an act must include substantially a general reference to all matters 
in the body of the act. The Supreme Court of Florida has ruled on cases 
involving this question hundreds of times. Briefs on such questions as this 
go to the Supreme Court daily and frequently cite a full hundred cases when 
perhaps six would be ample. I spent three days myself running such a 
gauntlet of opinions and found perhaps three-fourths of them substantial repe- 
tition. Consider the expense in time and money to all parties involved. 


Whether we like this idea now or not, we must admit our present system, 
permitting the rapid expansion of our law libraries, will cause the walls to 
bulge and break. Is it time to act now, or shall we wait until we are forced 
to act? 


Mr. Walker made a motion that the President of the Bar Association appoint 
a committee to consider this matter, study it, and later present the mechanics, 
if it proves feasible to work it out in someway. Upon proper second, a vote 
was taken and the motion was carried. 


Mr. Jones then presented the President of the Florida State Bar Association, 
Mr. Julius F. Parker, who spoke on “The Integration of the Bar.” His remarks 
aroused great interest and several spoke from the floor relative to the advis- 
ability of petitioning the Supreme Court to integrate the bar by rule of court. 
At the close of the discussion, Mr. Parker offered as a substitute motion for 
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a motion previously made, that the matter of integration of the bar be referred 
to a special committee of the bar to be appointed, consisting of past presidents 
of the association, to make recommendations and report back to the annual 
convention, which motion was duly carried. 


Mr. Arnold, President of the Junior Bar Association, was recognized and 
spoke on the work, objectives, and plans of the Junior Bar for the current 
year. His report showed that the Junior Bar was again becoming active and with 
the return of the younger members of the bar ‘from the armed forces, the 
Junior Bar in the coming year will renew its vigor and have an active program. 

Committee reports by the following were received, approved and filed: 


The Junior Bar, W. W. Arnold, Jr., President. 


The New Probate and Guardianship Laws—Dan Redfearn of the Miami 
Bar, Chairman of the Committee. 


Chancery Practice, Edward McCarthy, Chairman of the Committee. 


Publications—Leo L. Foster of the Tallahassee Bar, Chairman of the 
Committee. 


League Aid—T. T. Oughterson, of the Stuart Bar, Chairman of the 
Committee. . 


Taxation and Trust—Charles Morehead, of the Miami Bar, Chairman of the 
Committee. 


Married Women’s Rights—Mrs. Ethel Ernest Murrell, of the Miami Bar, 
Chairman. 


Group Insurance—John Bell, of the Tampa Bar, Chairman. 
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Editorials 


THE WORK OF FLORIDA’S DELEGATE AS 

DIRECTOR OF MEMBERSHIP OF THE 

AMERICAN BAR ASSOCIATION 
Unusual Success Achieved 


Robert R. Milam represents the Florida State Bar Association in the House 
of Delegates of the American Bar Association. Last year he served as its 
Director of Membership. Highly satisfactory results were achieved. 

During the Spanish-Amercian War and during World War I, membership 
in the American Bar Association decreased. In the first three years of World 
War II there was again a net loss in membership. Notwithstanding this, there 
was a heavy increase in membership for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1945. 
Three thousand and ninety-six new members were obtained. There was a net 
gain of 2;194 after allowing for the usual attrition of death, withdrawals, non- 
payment of dues and the like. This gain was precisely 7 percent—the greatest 
increase in fifteen years. 

Total membership in the American Bar Association on June 30, 1945 was 
34,134 or 19 percent of all lawyers in the country, according to the 1940 census. 
This was, of course, the largest membership in the history of the national 
Association. For the five months ending November 30, 1945, there was a 
further increase of 952 members, making the total membership at the close 
of 1945 slightly over 35,000. 

_ This gain in membership was the implicit result of methods adopted some 
four years ago by the American Bar Association, which method has been so 
successfully used in Florida. A selected list of lawyers eligible for membership 
in the American Bar Association is prepared by one or more well-known and 
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highly regarded lawyers in each State, then an invitation is extended through a 
personal letter from the President of the American Bar Association, followed 


at once by a personal letter from the sponsor in that State. This gives’ the 
personal touch. 


Florida’s standing in membership compared with other States is excellent. 
Twenty-six percent of all lawyers in Florida, according to the last available 
census of 1940, are now members of the American Bar Association. Percentage- 
wise, this ranks Florida thirteenth among the 48 States, but the States having 
the higher percentages are the smaller ones, such as New Hampshire, Delaware, 
Vermont and New Mexico. It is noteworthy that in those States which have 
more than 2,500 lawyers, Florida ranks first in percentage in membership in 
the American Bar Association. Last year, Mr. Will H. Preston of Miami di- 
rected the membership activity in Florida. The membership was increased 
by June 30th by 65 members, increasing the percentage of membership in the 
American Bar Association from 23.6 percent to 26 percent. By the end of the 
year, many additional members were added. 

It is quite plain that the next few years are going to be crucial with re- 
gard to membership in both the State associations and the American Bar Asso- 
ciation; that in the last five years there had been little recruitment in the legal 
profession. Law schools all but suspended, many dropping to as low as 15 
percent of their pre-war enrollment. Many law schools suspended altogether. 
For this reason, the number of potential prospects for membership has been 
drastically curtailed. Nevertheless, the most important source for new members 
for the next few years will be the Junior members of the Bar—the young men 
who have been recently discharged from long terms in the Armed Services and 
who had not had the opportunity to join the American Bar Association before 
entering the Services. These men comprise most of the eligibles for increase 
in membership in the associations. It is for this reason that the Junior Bar 
Section is being heavily relied upon this year for the maintenance and increase 
in membership. 

The handling of membership activity, local or national, is not a “stuffed- 
shirt” job. It is a working assignment. Mr. Milam is again Director of Mem- 
bership of the American Bar Association for the present year and naturally is 


vitally interested in seeing that Florida keeps its enviable place among the 
States in regard to membership. 


STUDYING LAW 


There has been recently published by the Washington Square Publishing 
corporation, Washington Square East, New York 3, N. Y., a book entitled 
“Studying Law,” edited by Arthur T. Vanderbilt, Dean of New York University 
Law School and Past-President of the American Bar Association (1937-1938). 

The book contains the following:. 


THE YOUNG LAWYER AND HIS BEGINNINGS 
By Albert J. Beveridge 


THE FIVE AGES OF THE BENCH AND BAR OF ENGLAND 
By John Maxcy Zane 

ELEMENTS OF LAW 
By Munroe Smith 

AN INTRODUCTION TO AMERICAN LAW 
By Roscoe Pound 


A SURVEY OF SOCIAL INTERESTS 
By Roscoe Pound 
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DETERMINING THE RATIO DECIDENDI OF A CASE 
By Arthur L. Goodhart 


INTERPRETATION OF STATUTES 
By Roscoe Pound 


HOW TO USE DECISIONS AND STATUTES 
By Eugene Wambaugh 


JURY-TRIAL RULES OF EVIDENCE IN THE NEXT CENTURY 
By John H. Wigmore 


PRELEGAL EDUCATION 
By Arthur T. Vanderbilt 


FINDING YOUR PLACE IN THE LEGAL PROFESSION 
By Charles B. Stephens 


Mr. Vanderbilt in his Introduction writes: 


“The officers of bar associations and the faculties of law schools through- 
out the country have been eagerly making preparations to aid the veteran 
returning home to the practice of law and the law student whose course of 
study has been interrupted by military duties. In the same spirit this book 
has been designed especially for the young man now serving his country who 
may be contemplating the study of law.” 


This volume should be in every public, college, school and law school 
library. It would be a fine book to have lying on the table in the reception 
room of a lawyer’s office. 
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ASSOCIATE COUNSEL IN CASES OF 
ADOPTION IN DADE COUNTY 


By Melbourne H. Martin of the Miami Bar 


Children for whom adoption is in process in Dade County will continue to 
have every possible protection which the present State legislation empowers 


by coordinated action on the part of the Dade County Bar Association and the 
District No. 9 Welfare Board. 


Will M. Preston, President of the Dade County Bar Association has ap- 
pointed a Committee on Adoption Cases, composed of the following members 
of the Bar: W. Raleigh Petteway, Chairman; Samuel I. Silver, Vice Chairman; 


C. W. Peters, Uly O. Thompson, Troy C. Davis, Ira C. Haycock, Leo Rosen, Lyle 
D. Holcomb and Forrest O. Sullivan. 


The State Welfare Board acting on the recommendation of the District No. 9 


n Welfare Board has appointed each member of the Committee as an Associate 
f Counsel to the State Welfare Board in Dade County. The members of the Bar 
k will serve on a purely volunteer basis. 


From the time the present adoption law went into effect in 1943, until the 
appointment of the present Committee, five Miami attorneys have served as 
Counsel on a volunteer basis, because of their interest in children and in better 
protective legislation for them. These men were Robert H. Anderson, Crate D. 
Bowen, Thomas McE. Johnston, J. Mark Wilcox and Stanley C. Myers. Mr. 
Anderson, Mr. Johnston and Mr. Wilcox have served for the entire period and 
are continuing to carry cases on which they were active before the appoint- 


ment of the new Committee of the Dade County Bar Association and during its 
organization. 


In assuming interest and responsibility in this work for children, the Bar 
Association has again demonstrated the interest of the legal profession as a 
group in the common welfare, and in the special needs of children. 


The final decision in the care and custody of a child belongs to the Circuit 
Court. The very name “Court of Equity” signifies that the Court will weigh 
every phase of every given case, and will make a decision that is fair—and 


in eases of adoption that will provide in the opinion of the Court the most 
secure home for a child. 


Our Judges of the Circuit Court in Dade County have demonstrated again 
and again that their decisions are and will be in the interest of the child— 
and that they wish brought before them all evidence pertinent to the situation 
concerning all parties to the proceedings. These are the child, his natural 
parents, and his adoptive parents. In every adoption, it is essential that the 
child be assured a home able to give him security both financially and 
emotionally—real affection, and one that will not ask of him more in growth 
and development than he has to give. Adoptive parents are entitled on the 
other hand to the knowledge that the child they wish to rear is suitable for 
adoption from the standpoint of health and social background. They are 
entitled to know some of his potentialities for maturity, including any handi- 
caps that may be expected. 


In addition, the child, his adoptive parents and his natural parents must 
be protected by a legally sound adoption. Since parents petitioning to adopt 
children are usually represented by their own counsel, the Associate Counsel 
of the State Welfare Board is primarily interested in protecting the rights of 
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the child and in bringing to the attention of the Court the results of the social 
study made by the State Welfare Board, which includes recommendations with 


regard to the suitability of the child and the adoptive parents in the petition 
under consideration. 


It is important that an adoption be legally: sound to prevent such things as 
the attempt to recover in later years by a parent of his or her child because 
_ they have not given consent or been properly appraised of the adoption in 
process. The present law and the Court process provide a study period in 
order that all parties including the natural parents may be notified and that 
all concerned may have time to file appeals or changes of intention with the 
Court. The law provides an interlocutory period during which the adoptive 
parents and the child may become adjusted to each other, and evidence may 
be secured that they are well suited to each other before the Court makes the 
final order of adoption. The best practice in the child welfare field recom- 
mends an interlocutory period of one year. There should be no hurry in 
settling the life of a child, and the temporary award of custody by the Court 
at the end of the study period gives the petitioners for adoption every reason- 
able parental right and responsibility. 


Adoptions must be legally sound for many more reasons—but one addi- 
tional example should be cited with regard to the protection of the child. 
Parents have been known to lose the thrill of a new baby and to tire of their 
obligations. They have, also, been known to seek to adopt a child to patch up 
a precarious marriage relationship, or in the hope of “reforming” an errant 
mate. Children in the home do frequently strengthen ties of affection, but 
adults must make their own adjustments to maturity and not expect the pres- 
ence of a child to change them. When the experiment in re-building the home 
fails in those cases, provision must be made for the well being of the child. 
Since final adoption gives them every responsibility for the care and rearing 
of a child, parents must plan for the child’s care just as carefully if they are 
to relinquish him as if he were their own, and should not give him up until such 
a plan is made. It is for situations such as these that study periods after filing 
of the petition and long interlocutory periods are a great protection to both 
the parents and children. If after a trial period neither parents nor child are 
happy, the petition can be dismissed and attempts made to help all concerned 
to better plans. 


It should be cited that under the present law provision is not made for the 
placement of every child through qualified social agencies. While much can 
be done to protect both the child and his parents, both natural and adoptive, 
under the present law it is believed that many unfortunate situations and many 
heart aches could be avoided if a study of both the child and the petitioning 
parents could take place before they are brought together. This should insure 
a much higher percentage of happy placements,—children more suited to the 
particular home to which they are to go, and parents who have thought through 
very carefully the pleasures and responsibilities of parenthood before they 
enter into it. 


In addition, were pre-placement studies in all adoptions to become a rule 
through legislation, the entrance of the natural parents into the proceedings 
by change of mind could be avoided. Proceedings to determine the availability 
and suitability of the child for adoption and a decision regarding its custody 
could be carried out before the child were placed. At this time the rights or 
interest of the natural mother or father could be finally decided by the Court. 
Upon placement with prospective parents, custody could be transferred by the 
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Court or from a child placing agency to whom custody had been awarded 
directly to the petitioning parents. 


However, new legislation regarding children—like adoptions is not a thing 
to be entered into lightly. Were the people of this State to decide that they 
wished parents and children protected by provision for pre-placement studies 
and placement of infants and children through qualified agencies, it would 
mean the provision of homes or other facilities for the care of all children to 
be placed for adoption and in some cases safeguards for their mothers before 
and after birth. The Dade County Bar Association and the State and District 
Welfare Boards will be among those groups and individuals studying the needs 
of children, particularly in adoption situations. They may be able to outline 
suggested plans for improving the protective services, but it will be up to the 


people of this State to decide when and what they want, and will pay for, 
for the children of Florida. 


MANLEY P. CALDWELL has an- 
nounced that H. ELMO ROBINSON 
has become associated with him in the 
practice of law, with offices in the 
Harvey Building, West Palm Beach. 
Mr. Robinson graduated at Palm Beach 
High School, holds the degrees of 
B.S.B.A. and LLB from the University 
of Florida. He recently separated from 
the Army with the rank of captain, 
after service in the North African and 
European campaigns in the field artil- 
lery. Madison F. Pacetti, who was 
associated with Mr. Caldwell for sev- 
eral years is still with the Army over- 
seas, but is expected to return to the 
firm later in the year. 


LIEUT. (J. G.) JOHN S. AUSLEY 
was discharged through the Naval Hos- 
pital on October 12, 1945, and has re- 
sumed the practice of law as a member 
of the firm of Ausley, Collins & Truett, 
Tallahassee. Ausley entered the Navy 
as an ensign-February 25, 1943. LE- 
ROY COLLINS, of the same firm, 
hopes to be back in Tallahassee the 
latter part of March. He is at present 
on duty with the Legal Office of the 
18th Naval District Headquarters in 
Seattle, Washington. 


JOHN McCARTY has opened his 
law office in room No. 1 of the Faber 
Building, Fort Pierce, McCarty was 
graduated from local schools and the 


Lawyers Returning from Armed Forces 


University of Florida. Prior to enter- 
ing military service he was in the Lid- 
don and Fee Law office. He has but 
recently returned to civilian life after 
four years in the service 20 months of 
which he served in the Pacific theater 
as a Major. 


Formation of a law firm in Miami 
by three college schoolmates who all 
served in the Army during the war has 
been announced. Two of them, ED- 
WARD H. BROWN and REGINALD 
L. WILLIAMS are opening the gen- 
eral law offices under the firm name 
of PRUNTY, BROWN and WIL- 
LIAMS. The third member of the trio, 
MAJ. JOHN W. PRUNTY will become 
an active member upon his release 
from duty with the occupation forces 
in Korea. Brown served with the 
Army Air Forces for 40 months and 
when released from active duty re- 
cently was ‘assistant base legal officer 
and trial judge advocated at Keesler 
Field, Miss., with the rank of Major. 
Williams saw 32 months of action in 
five major engagements in Tunisia, 
Sicily and Italy. He was a member 
of the operations staff of Field Mar- 
shall Sir Harold R. L. G. Alexander 
and later was with Gen. Mark Clark 
with the rank of lieutenant colonel. He 
was awarded the Bronze Star medal, 
two separate degrees of the Order of 
the British Empire, and the degree of 
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Cavalier Officer of the Italian Order 
of Saints Maurice and Lazarus. 


JOHN BRANCH, 6705 Elizabeth 
Street, Tampa, inducted into the in- 
fantry October 1943 and sent over- 
seas the following May, was dis- 
charged from the Miami Beach Army 
Air Forces Regional Convalescent Hos- 
pital, where he recuperated from 
wounds suffered in Northern France. 
_He has reentered practice with his 
partner, John D. Goff. 


MAJOR JOHN H. YATES, former 
Miami attorney, has been discharged 
from the army after 39 months over- 
seas service,, and has .returned to 
Miami to resume _ practice. While 
overseas, Major Yates was’ group 
quartermaster for the 5lst and air 
service groups, and many of his du- 
ties, included court martial and legal 
affairs. He was discharged at a 


Greensboro, N. C. separation center. 


LT. CHARLES J. SCHUH, Jr., 
former St. Petersburg attorney, and 
now on terminal leave from the navy, 


after serving for 22 months in the 
Mediterranean theater; has returned 
to the practice of law, and is associated 
with his father with offices in the 
First Federal Building. Lt. Schuh re- 
ceived the Silver Star medal for gal- 
lantry and the Bronze Star for meri- 
torious service as commanding officer 
on a minesweeper during landings in 
the Anzio area. Returned to the states 
last February, Lieutenant Schuh em- 
barked for the Pacific after a brief 
leave. During his seven months in the 
Asiatic-Pacific area he participated in 
the invasion of Okinawa and served 
as flag lieutenant on the staff of the 
commander of minecraft, Pacific fleet. 
He added a cluster to his Bronze Star 
medal for staff work on mine-clear- 
ance sweeps in the east China sea. His 
E. T. O. ribbon carries four battle 
stars for the Tunisian, Sicilian, Anzio 
and southern France campaigns. 


ENS. CHESTER WHITTLE, form- 
er member of the law firm of Rade- 
baugh and Whittle, Orlando, has re- 
ceived his honorable discharge from 


the U..S. Navy and is back home look- 
ing for an office location to resume 
practice. He served in the navy 18 
months including a year on active duty 
in the Pacific. Assigned to the USS 
Comet Whittle, as cargo and transpor- 
tation officer, took part in landings 
and invasions at Okinawa, Luzon and 
at other points in the Philippines. He 
wears the American theatre ribbon, 
the Philippine Liberation ribbon with 
two battle stars and the Asiatic-Pa- 
cific ribbon with one star. 


SAM PASCO, Jr., has resumed the 
practice of law with the firm of Wat- 
son, Pasco & Brown, in Pensacola. He 
received his discharge from the Army 
October Ist. Pasco, who held the 
rank of captain in the Coast artillery 
when released entered the Army with 
the local company of the Florida Na- 
tional Guard in January 1941. He 
entered as a first lieutenant and was 
stationed at various places in the 
states for three years. In January 
1944 he was ordered to Kodiak, Alaska 
and after eight months there his regi- 
ment was broken up into battalions 
and he went to the 278th coast artil- 
lery battalion in Adak in the Aleutian 
Islands. Captain Pasco returned to 
the states in July and was released at 
Ft. Meade, Md. on points. 


COL. CHESTER H. FERGUSON, 
Tampa attorney, who has been in the 
Army since February, 1942, has been 
discharged from service and will re- 
sume the practice of law in Tampa. 
Entering the service as a First Lieu- 
tenant, he was stationed in Jackson- 
ville for a month, supervising aviation 
cadet boards in Florida. Transferred 
to Orlando he served as assistant ad- 
jutant of the Fighter Command School 
then as assistant chief of staff of the 
Army Air Forces School of Applied 
Tactics and later as assistant chief of 
staff of the Tactical Center. Sent 
overseas, Col. Ferguson became as- 
sistant chief of staff on the 10th Air 
Force. He was stationed in North 
Africa for a month, in India three 
months, in Burma a year and China 
three months. Stationed at Luichow, 
China, when the war ended, he re- 
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turned to the United States on Octo- 
ber 16th. He wears the North Africa 
Campaign Ribbon and Air Medal, 
Bronze Star, Legion of Merit and the 
Asiatic-Pacific Ribbon with three 
stars denoting the Indian, Burma and 
China campaigns. 


After more than three years service 
in the U. S. Naval Reserve, Lt. LAU- 
RENCE K. WALRATH, Jacksonville 
attorney, has been put on the inactive 
list and has rejoined the law firm of 
Knight and Knight as a partner. Com- 
mander Walrath was released to in- 
active duty September 25th and re- 
sumed practice of law with the firm 
October 1st. He was called to duty 
March 138, 1942 as a Lieutenant (jg) 
and was promoted to Lieutenant Com- 
mander on October 3rd of this year, 
and will remain on inactive duty with 
the rank of lieutenant commander. 
His first assignment after entering 
service was with the director of the 
Sixth Havan District, Naval Officer 
Procurement at Charleston and went 
to Jacksonville April 6, 1942 as offi- 
cer in charge of the Jacksonville office 
of Naval Officer Procurement. He 
went to the Naval Section Base at 
Mayport in July 1943 for general 
training and anti-submarine patrol off 
the coast of Georgia and Florida. He 
served aboard a YP-31. He returned 
to Charleston district operations in 
October 1943 as one of the senior 
watch officers and district duty offi- 
cer. He was ordered overseas with the 
Eighth Fleet, Mediterranean area, in 
January 1945, serving in operations 
for the Moroccan Sea Frontier and was 
stationed at Casa Blanca, French Mo- 
rocco, until he returned to the United 
States last August. After | ave, he 
was assigned to the legal staff of the 
Miami Naval Air Station at Opa 
Locka, reporting there September 7th. 
A few weeks later he was released to 
inactive service. He is authorized to 
wear the American Theatre Ribbon 
and the African-Mediterranean-Middle 
European ribbon. 


WILLIAM FISHER, Jr., who served 
in a tank destroyer battalion overseas 
for more than two years and who was 


wounded twice in battle returned to 
civilian life in Pensacola recently. 
Young Fisher, junior member of the 
law firm of Fisher and Fisher, re- 
turned to his offices in the Florida 
National Bank to resume his practice 
along with his father, the senior mem- 
ber. Fisher held the rank of major 
in the Army and saw service in the 
African campaign, the Sicilian and 
Italian battles and then went to 
France where he got a first hand view 
of the invasion of Germany, Major 
Fisher was wounded in an African 
battle and later on the Anzio beach- 
head. For his services at Anzio where 
the American forces battled against 
insurmountable odds Major Fisher was 
awarded the Purple Heart. 


Ben A. Meginniss, who resigned the 
county judgship in 1918 to go with 
the YMCA to France and then became 
county judge in 1942, to let a younger 
man go off to World War II, has re- 
signed again—this time to let the re- 
turned veteran major have his old job 
back. Judge Meginniss has resigned 
and Gov. Millard Caldwell appointed 
JAMES C. GWYNN county judge, of 
Leon County. Gwynn is a veteran of 
more than a year in the European 
theater of operations. When Major 
Gwynn entered the service three years 
ago, Judge Meginniss was appointed 
in his place until he returned by form- 
er Gov. Spessard L. Holland. Gwynn 
was a First Lieutenant when he went 
into the service. Major Gwynn, now 
on terminal leave awaiting formal dis- 
charge, is a graduate of the University 
of Florida, with Bachelor of Law and 
Bachelor of Science degrees. A grad- 
uate of the Orlando High School he jis 
former research secretary of the 
Florida Supreme Court. Gwynn was 
commissioned a _ second lieutenant 
under ROTC in 1935 and promoted to 
first lieutenant in 1938. 


JUDGE CHARLES MILLER, of the 
Municipal Court, has reopened his 
law offices on the sixth floor of the 
Florida Theatre Building in Jackson- 
ville. Judge Miller was a lieutenant 
(jg) for two years in the United 
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States Coast Guard Reserve and re- 
cently was separated from active 
_ service. 


FRANK CROM, of Hampton, Bull & 
Crom, 3509 Palmira Street, Tampa, 
was released from active duty after 
five years’ service, three of them as 
a member of the War Department 
General Staff under General Marshall. 
He is a veteran also of World War 
I. His recent war service, which saw 
his reach the rank of lieutenant colo- 
nel, included a tour of duty in Europe. 


Returning to West Palm Beach to 
reopen his law office in the Harvey 
Building is LIEUT. COMMANDER 
JAMES NEMEC, who has been re- 
leased to inactive duty in the Naval 
Reserve. Beginning his three-year 


career as armed guard officer aboard 
the merchant ship John C. Fremont, 
Commander Nemec also served aboard 
the Henry C. Costin. While he was on 
the Fremont that vessel made a com- 
plete trip around the world without a 
Navy escort. The ships immediately 


in front of and behind the Fremont 
-vere sunk, but Commander Nemec’s 
ship was not damaged. While on his 
first tour of sea duty, Commander 
Nemec took part in action for which 
he received a personal letter of com- 
mendation from Admiral Randall Ja- 
cobs in Washington. While unloading 
in Persia, the commander discovered 
that a band of Arabs was smuggling 
guns and ammunition from cargo ships 
anchored in the harbor to bandits in 
the hills, who were using the supplies 
to fire upon Allied trucks carrying 
Lend-Lease equipment to Russia. 
Through the efforts of Commander 
Nemec and his crew of sailors, the 
gang was apprehended and sentenced 
to execution or life imprisonment. Re- 
turning to the States after sixteen 
months of sea duty, the commander 
was assigned to the office of the Port 
Director of the Third Naval District 
as assistant officer-in-charge of 
Armed Guard Inspection Service. Be- 
fore entering the Navy, Commander 
Nemec practiced law in West Palm 


Beach serving as secretary-treasurer 


of the Palm Beach County Bar 
Association. 


COL. ELRY STONE, will return 
after four years of military service to 
Miami and will resume his law practice 
at 1010 Congress Building. Col. Stone 
served overseas 18 months in World 
War I. He entered active duty as 2 
Major in the Judge Advocate Gener- 
al’s department and was stationed in 
the office of the Staff Judge Advocate 
Fourth Service Command, Atlanta. He 
later was staff judge advocate of the 
seventh sector, Eastern Defense Com- 
mand, Jacksonville, and then served at 
Camp Rucker, Ala., and Camp Forest, 
Tenn. His last assignment was with 
the secretary of war, serving on the 
officer’s disability review board in 
Washington. 


U. S. District Attorney Herbert 8. 
Phillips has announced that COL. 
HAYFORD O. ENWALL, recently dis- 
charged from the Army after four 
years service, will resume his duties 
here as an assistant U. S. district at- 
torney some time this month. He will 
succeed Fred Botts, who has served 
as an assistant district attorney during 
Enwall’s absence. It is understood that 
Botts will return to private practice of 
law after prosecuting several federal 
cases which he has prepared. 


CAPT. D. BYRON KING, former 
Jacksonville attorney, has returned 
after three years in the Marine Corps 
and plans to resume the practice of 
law in the near future. Captain King 
saw service in this country and in the 
Pacific area, one assignment taking 
him to Japan on a secret mission prior 
to the signing of the surrender docu- 
ment. He served in the capacity of 
legal and intelligence officer. 


JAMES B. REILLY, who received 
his honorable discharge from the 
armed forces recently, where he was 
attached to the Intelligence Division 


resumed his practice of law in Eustis 
recently. 


Released from active duty with the 
U. S. Coast Guard Reserve, LT. 
JAMES A. McCLURE, Jr., is resum- 
ing the practice of law in St. Peters- 
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burg and has opened offices in the Hall 
Building. During his three and a half 
years in service, Lt. McClure spent 
eight months in the North Atlantic as 
gunnery and watch officer aboard the 
USS Manhasset followed by duty at 
New Guinea and Australia in discipli- 
nary matters in the merchant service 
with duties of marine inspection. He 
was also based at Guam as liaison offi- 
cer to Marianas commander. Gradu- 
ated from Washington and Lee Uni- 
versity with bachelor of law degree, 
McClure was an attorney here for five 
vears, with offices in the First Federal 
Building, prior to entering the Coast 
Guard. 


A new law firm has been formed 
with offices at 62 West Flagler Street, 
Miami. Each member of the staff has 
over three years’ service in the Armed 
Forces of the United States, making a 
combined total of sixteen years’ service 
to their credit. LT. CHARLES GIRT- 
MAN, after instructing Military Law 
in the AAF Officefs Candidates’ School, 
Miami Beach, for five months entered 
the service in November, 1942. He later 
graduated from Officer Candidates’ 
School and AAF Intelligence School. 
He served as Post Judge Advocate, 
Legal Officer and Staff Judge Advo- 
cate. He also served as a Training Of- 
ficer. Mr. Girtman had one year over 
seas’ service in the India-China Thea- 
ter and received the Bronze Star deco- 
ration. SGT. JAMES ABRAS also 
taught , Military Law and numerous 
subjects in the AAF Officer Candidate 
School for a period of eleven months, 
following which he instructed in Air- 
craft Carboration and allied subjects 
at Embry Riddle. After joining the 
Army, Mr. Abras served in many fieids 
including Administration {nstructor of 
Physical Education, Judo Instructor, 
Fire Department, Medics and Military 
Police. Mr. Abras was stationed at 
Camp Blanding, Florida, Camp Sibert, 
Alabama, Fort Jackson, South Carolina 
and Camp Butner, North Carolina. S. 
SGT. ERNEST SANCHEZ served as 
supply Sergeant in the Army three and 
one-half years with twenty-six months 
overseas service in the European The- 


ater. Mr. Sanchez was stationed at 
Greencastle in North Ireland, Burton- 
wood Air Depot, England and Heston 
Airdrome near London. Later he went 
to LeBourget Airport at Paris and Le- 
Compiegne in Northern France as well 
as other points in France, . Belgium, 
Holland and Germany. SGT. ROB- 
ERT LOUYS entered service in May, 
1943. Basic Training was taken at 


“Camp Sibert, Alabama. He served one 


year at Induction Center, Camp Bland- 
ing, Florida and seventeen and one- 
half months duty in the Southwest Pa- 
cific. Mr. Louys was stationed at 
Noumea, New Caledonia; Amberley 
Field, Brisbane, Australia; Finnsscha- 
ven, New Guinea; Los Negros, Admir- 
alty Islands, Guadalcanal. During this 
period of service Mr. Louys served on 
Legal Staff working on Court Mar- 
tials, Military Justice and legal assist- 
ance problems. SGT. MARJORLE 
CARPENTER, WAC, secretary to the 
firm, served thirty-seven months in the 
Signal Corps as a radio operator. After 
completing Basic Training at Fort Des 


Moines, Iowa, and attending Midland 
Radio School, Kansas City, Missouri, 
Miss Carpenter was stationed at Miami 
Beach, Florida and Warrenton, Vir- 
ginia. 


Back in his law office in Pensacola 
after an absence of four years, is for- 
mer State Attorney E. DIXIE BEGGS, 
who spent the war and the last few 
months with one of the Army’s most 
famous infantry divisions as a staff 
officer. Beggs, who until recently was 
called “Lieutenant Colonel Beggs” was 
overseas two years with the 88th Di- 
vision, famous for its part in the cap- 
ture of Rome, for the capture of a 
number of German high officers, and 
for its record during months of action 
in the Italian campaign. The local at- 
torney entered the Army as a first lieu- 
tenant in January 1942, and received 
infantry training at Fort Benning, Ga. 
He went to command and general staff 
school at Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, 
and then overseas with the first selec- 
tive service division to see combat 
duty. During more than a year of 
ection Beggs’ division suffered more 
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than 100 per cent casualties, was the 
first to enter Rome, played a major 
part in the capture of Bologna and 
Verona, and made contact with troops 
of the United States Seventh Army, 
driving south from France at the Bren- 
ner Pass. Besides the United States 
awards of the Legion of Merit and the 
Bronze Star, Beggs received the 
French Croix de Guerre, the Czecho- 
slovakian Medal for Merit, and the 
Crown of Italy medal. His division 
which remains in Italy as the only 
American division on occupation duty 
there, is credited with the capture of 
General Von Vertinghoff, commanding 
general of German forces in Italy and 
successor to Rommel, as well as the 
commanding general of the German SS 
troops in that country. Men of the di- 
vision discovered large caches of gold 
hidden in the mountains. Beggs re- 
turned to the United States in seven 
days, landing November 26th. He is 
on terminal leave and has rejoined the 
firm of Yonge, Beggs and Lane. 


LT. COMDR. WILLARD AYRES, 
civilian again, is associated with 
Frank R. Greene in the practice of 
law. He and his family will become 
permanent residents of Ocala. Ayres 
is a graduate of Miami High School 
and the University of Florida. He 
received his academic degree at the 
University in 1932, and was graduated 
from the law school in 1936. He was 
president of the class of ’32. Prior 
to entering the navy he was general 
counsel to the Florida Real Estate 
Commission. Ayres is a former part- 
ner in the law firm of Bevis and 
Ayers, Bartow. He gave up the law 
practice to enter the navy July 1, 1942. 


LT. SHERMAN N. SMITH, Jr., 
USNR, has received his discharge 
from the navy after serving three 
years and four months in European 
and Pacific war theatres. He is now 
on terminal leave until February. Lt. 
Smith was county prosecuting at- 
torney at the time he enlisted in the 
navy, and he will resume his duties as 
such in the future. Judge C. P. 
Diamond has been acting prosecuting 


4 


attorney during the period Lt. Smith 
has been in service. Lt. Smith will 
also resume his law practice as a 
member of the firm of Mitchell, Smith 
and Mitchell, Vero Beach. Lt. Smith 
landed with the group in the original 
occupation of Hiroshima, Japan. 


MAJ. HERNDON HANSBROUGH, 
who headed a huge displaced persons 
center in Belgium is back at his law 
desk in the firm of McKay, Mac- 
farlane, Jackson & Ferguson, in Tam- 
pa, after his release from the Army. 
Hansbrough went into France with 
the Allied military government or- 
ganization shortly after D-Day and 
was in the Belgian sector overrun by 
the Germans in their breakthrough 
last December. This year he headed 
the Displaced Persons Rehabilitation 
Command in Belgium with as many 
as 700,000 displaced persons under his 
supervision in schools, armories and 
any other buildings that could be 
found. These included 7000 Russians, 
countless Poles, Italians, Lithuanians, 
Dutch and others who had been used 
as slave labor in Germany and were 
sent to Belgium by the American 
armies for redistribution to their 
homelands. 


THOMAS J. SHAVE, Jr., assistant 
State’s attorney for the Fourth Judi- 
cial Circuit, who has been on military 
leave of absence since August, 1943, 
resumed the duties of his office fol- 
lowing his receipt of an official order 
of reinstatement from Gov. Millard 
Caldwell. The Fernandina Attorney, 
who held the rank of lieutenant in 
the Naval Reserve when he was 
placed on inactive duty a month ago, 
saw approximately 20 months of sea 
duty in the Mediterranean Sea and 
Atlantic as an Armed Guard gun crew 
officer aboard transports and was 
aboard the SS Asa Gray when it fer- 
ried French troops in the invasion of 
Southern France. Shave was ap- 
pointed Assistant State’s Attorney by 
former Gov. Spessard L. Holland in 
June, 1941 after serving as municipal 
judge and city attorney in Fernandina 
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from 1939 and representing Nassau 
County in two sessions of the State 
Legislature. Upon being ordered to 
active duty with the U.S. Navy, Shave 
reported to Fort Schuyler, N. Y. for 
indoctrination training and, after at- 
tending a gunnery school at Camp 
Sheldon, Norfolk, Va., was assigned 
to transport duty. During his ab- 
sence, his post was filled by acting 
assistant State’s Attorney, Thomas J. 
Rivers of Green Cove Springs. 


COL. ED R. BENTLEY has re- 
sumed his law practice as the senior 
member of the firm of Bentley & 
Shafer, Cochrane Building, Lakeland. 
Bentley became a member of the Judge 
Advocate General’s staff of the Fourth 
Service Command in 1942. Early in 
1943 while Staff Judge Advocate of 
Camp McCain, Miss., he was ordered 
overseas where ‘he became Chief Ex- 
aminer in the Branch Office of The 
Judge Advocate General in England. 
At his request he was assigned in 
December 1943 to be Staff Judge Ad- 
vocate of the IX Tactical Air Com- 
mand which flew air support for the 
First Army all through Normandy, 
France, Belgium and Germany. Bent- 
ley was awarded the Bronze Star 
Medal, the European Theater Ribbon 
with six battle stars, the American 
Theater Ribbon and is the holder of 
both Victory Medals of World Wars 
I & Il. He was made a full colonel 
under recent War Department orders. 
His command was decorated with the 
French Croix de guerre and has been 
recommended for the Belgium Croix 
de guerre. 


LIEUT. COMDR. JAQUELIN J. 
DANIEL, USNR, has been placed on 
inactive duty and has resumed the 
practice of law in Jacksonville. Com- 
mander Daniel was commissioned an 
ensign in the Naval Reserve on Octob- 
er 28, 1941, and assigned to the Of- 
fice of Naval Intelligence. Later he 
was transferred to Motor Torpedo 
Boat Squadron 4. As executive of- 
ficer of the squadron he served in the 
English Channel during the Normandy 
invasion on June 6, 1944, and in the 


_ ed the Bronze Star medal for meritori- 


months that followed. He was award- 


ous service in evacuating wounded 
from a United States vessel sunk by 
a mine in the Channel. Commander 
Daniel was graduated from Princeton 
University in June, 1939, and then 
entered the University of Florida Law 
School from which he was graduated 
in January, 1942. He will engage in 
the practice of law as a member of 
the firm Daniel and Poucher, com- 
posed of his father, Richard P. Daniel, 
Allen L. Poucher, and himself. 


DEAN BOGGS, discharged from the 
Navy as a lieutenant commander after 
three years of active duty, has an- 
nounced the reopening of his office 
in the Barnett National Bank Build- 
ing, Jacksonville, for the general prac- 
tice of law. Before entering the 
service in December, 1942, he had 
practiced in Jacksonville for 14 years. 
Boggs was assigned to officers’ in- 
doctrination school at the Naval Air 
Station, Quonset Point, R. I., and sub- 
sequently to the Naval Auxiliary Air 
Station at Bronson Field. He served 
as station personnel, legal, insurance 
and legal assistance officer. He is 
a member of the Jacksonville, Florida 
State, and American Bar Associations, 
as well as the Seminole Club and the 
Florida Yacht club. 


MAJOR JOSEPH I. MATHIS, late 
of the Army Air Corps, has reentered 
the practice of law with his father, 
C. R. Mathis, City Judge, in the Sher- 
man Arcade, Panama City. Mathis, 
who entered the Army as a reserve 
officer in April, 1941, was recently 
placed in inactive duty at Maxwell 
Field, where he had been stationed for 
nearly two years. He was promoted 
to the grade of Major in November, 
1943 and was released from duty on 
December 8, 1945 after serving four 
years and eight months. For over six 
years prior to entering the service he 
practiced law with his father in 
Panama City. 


MAJ. BARON de HIRSCH MEYER, 
former Miami Beach city councilman, 
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has been discharged from the army af- 
ter 44 months in service. Maj. Meyer 
said he had no immediate plans other 
than to get a well-earned view of 
every street in Miami Beach, see his 
thousands of friends—and get back 
to work with his law partners and at 
his bank, the Miami Beach First Fed- 
eral Savings and Loan association. 


LT. CARNEY W. MIMMS, Jr., has 
returned to Ocala after three and one 
half years with the Navy. Lt. Mimms 


left the states in 1942 and served in 
the South Pacific, Central Pacific, 
Japan and China. At the end of his 
leave in February, Lt. Mimms will re- 
sume his law practice in Ocala. 


ROBERT E. WILLIS, Attorney of 
Bradenton, who was recently given his 
discharge after three years service 
with the army, has resumed his law 
practice at his former office in the 
Manatee River Bank & Trust Co. 
Building. 


Local Bar Astociatious 


THE JOHN MARSHALL BAR AS- 
SOCIATION, Law College organiza- 
tion at the University of Florida, had 
its first meeting of the year October 
first and elected Lewis Schott, Senior 
law student, as President. Kenneth 
Van der Hulse was elected Secretary- 
Treasurer and the following law stu- 
dents were elected to comprise the 
executive committee: Jess Wilder, 
Karlyle Householder, Holms Melton, 
Jack Hayward and Betty Smith. The 
executive committee selected Dean 
Harry R. Trusler, of the Law School, 
as faculty advisor for the association 
and approved the following committee 
chairman appointments by Lewis 
Schott: Program—Jim Chance; Home- 
coming—Herman Lee; Membership— 
Marcia Whitney; Publicity — Eddie 
Kelly; Social—Jess Wilder; Radio and 
Debating—Jack Hayward; Scholastic 
Aid—Betty Smith. With membership 
more than doubled, the association ex- 
pects to resume much of its beneficial 
functioning for which it was known 
before the war. 


ROGER J. WAYBRIGHT, Jackson- 
ville attorney and former Naval offi- 
cer, believes lawyers played an import- 
ant part in winning the war and will 
accept their responsibility for an 
equally vital role in the post war per- 
iod. Waybright, who recently re- 
sumed his practice in Jacksonville, fol- 
lewing service with the amphibious 


forces in Italian and European inva- 
sions, was the speaker at the monthly 
meeting of the JACKSONVILLE BAR 
ASSOCIATION on October 4th at the 
George Washington Hotel. ‘The attor- 
ney said that from his observation 
lawyers called to service were put in 
positions where often there were no 
rules of warfare to go by and where 
they were called upon to exercise ini- 
tiative and take necessary risks to 
accomplish objectives. At least one 
lawyer, he said was among the offi- 
cer complement of each ship. In the 
period of reconversion Waybright con- 
tinued, lawyers must exercise the qual- 
ity of leadership that will assure any 
changes in social and economic condi- 
tions that usually come in a post-war 
period will be in accord with the prin- 
ciples of democracy. The experience 
of the civilian bar will be greatly aug- 
mented by lawyers who have been in 
the armed forces and who will bring 
back experience that will be of great 
value in a period of changes, he con- 
cluded. The speaker was introduced 
by Elliott Adams. Julius Parker, of 
Tallahassee, President of the State 
Bar Association was a guest. Presi- 
dent E. C. Mitchell presided. 


W. H. WATSON, of the Watson and 
Pasco and Brown law firm, is the new 
President of the SOCIETY OF THE 
BAR OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL 
CIRCUIT. Mr. Watson, senior mem- 
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ber of the law firm of Watson & Pasco 
& Brown, of Pensacola, Florida, was 
born in Walton County, Florida; he 
was educated in the public schools of 
that county and graduated from the 
old Florida Normal College in 1897. 
Shortly thereafter he entered the prac- 
tice of law. Although Mr. Pasco died 
several years ago, the firm name is 
retained, not only out of sentiment, 
but because of the unusual circum- 
stances that each of the members of 
the firm have a son associated with 
the partnership; during the war years 
the sons have been absent in war serv- 
ince—Clarence J. Brown, Jr., in the 
FBI, Sam Pasco, Jr., in the Artillery 
as a Captain, and James B. Watson, 
as a major in the military government 
branch, transferred from the Field Ar- 
tillery for the purpose. W. L. Fitz- 
patrick has been named secretary. The 
vice Presidents elected are A. Morley 
Darby, Escambia County, Woodrow 
Melvin, Santa Rosa County, George W. 
Barrow, Okaloosa County, and S. M. 
Preacher, Walton County. One rep- 
resentative from each county in the 
circuit was named to the Executive 
Committee. They are: J. Edwin Hols- 
berry, Escambia County; W. D. Rob- 


ertson, Santa Rosa County; Purl G. 
Adams, Okaloosa County, and A. G. 
Campbell Jr., Walton County. The 
Society voted to organize a legal aid 
bureau for returned veterans. A com- 
mittee of five members to be appointed 
by the new president will organize the 
service. 


Julius F. Parker, of Tallahassee, 
President of the Florida Bar Associa- 
tion, told members of the ORANGE 
COUNTY BAR ASSOCIATION at the 
University Club in Orlando, on No- 
vember 2nd, that the long-sought 
streamlining of Florida court proce- 
dure should be in effect by early 
spring. “It’s up to the lawyers of the 
state to see that the law never gets 
behind times or the purpose of the 
people again,” he declared. “Present 
procedure is based on the old English 
common law, abolished by the British 
more than a century ago.” “The Pub- 
lic can’t understand why litigation 
takes so long” Parker said, “and law- 
yers have tried to straighten out the 
tangled mass of rules more than 100 .- 
years old so that litigation can be 
speeded up and administration of jus- 
tice modernized.” 


Tell 


C. J. HARDEE and SAM BUCX- 


LEW, Tampa Attorneys, have an- 
nounced the organization of a part- 
nership, HARDEE and BUCKLEW, 
with offices in the Petteway Build- 
ing. Hardee has been practicing law 
alone, while Bucklew was associated 
with the firm of Knight and Thomp- 
son. 


MISS ANNIE JO LAW announces 
that she has recently opened offices 
over the Post Office in Brooksville 
and will again commence the practice 
of law. Some few years ago she re- 
moved to El Paso, Texas, to be with 
her sister, Miss Ada Law, but has now 
returned to make her home in Brooks- 
ville. During her former practice. 


Miss Law was County Attorney and 
Attorney for the Board of County 
Commissioners and was otherwise 
prominent in professional circles. 


The State Board of Law Examiners 
admitted nine of 17 applicants to the 
Florida bar on December 6th. The 
Board announced that these men had 
passed the October bar examinations 
and are eligible for licenses to prac- 
tice as attorneys in Florida: WALTER 
EDWARD DENCE and WILLIAM 
REDING DAWES, of Miami; WIL- 
LIAM F. ESSLINGER, Jr., of Coral 
Gables; ALEXANDER SIDNEY 
GORDON of MiamiShores; LEONARD 
LAZARUS KIMBALL of Miami Beach; 
WILLIAM H. K. DONALDSON of 
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WASHINGTON 
300 Rooms with 
th and Shower. 


connection with lobby 


RATES....from $2.50 
[Hotel FLAGLER now in War Service | 
WEST PALM. BEACH 


Hotel PENNSYLVANIA 
— formerly The Royel Worth— 

300 Rooms with Baths end Showers 
Open all the year. Outstanding hotel service ond 
modem conveniences for: 

service. 


Hotel GEORGE WASHINGTON 
200 Rooms with Baths and Showers 


We Reasonable Rates Posted in Every Room 
ROBERT KLOEPPEL MANAGEMENT 


Pensacola; EDWARD PHILIP MELM- 
BERG of Daytona Beach; SAMUEL C. 
HALPERT of Detroit, Mich., and 
SIDNEY A. THORMAN of Cleveland, 
Ohio. 


W. W. ARNOLD, President of the 
Junior Bar Association of Florida, 
formerly with the law firm of Ma- 
quire, Voorhis and Wells, announces 
the opening of an office for the 
general practice of law in the Florida 
Bank Building, Orlando. Arnold re- 
ceived his law degree from the Uni- 
versity of Florida. He was a member 
of the Blue Key leadership fraternity, 
Phi Kappa Phi, scholastic fraternity 
and Phi Delta Phi legal fraternity, 
which he served as President. He was 
also President of the Sigma Alpha 
Epsilom social fraternity. He is the 
President of the Orlando Junior 
Chamber of Commerce, a member of 
the Optimist Club, and a member of 
the Board of Directors of the Orange 
County YMCA. He is also a veteran 
of World War II. 


OTTO ROY THOMAS BOWDEN, a 
former special agent of the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation, has opened 
offices in Law Exchange Building, 
Jacksonville, for the general practice 
of law. He resigned from the FBI 
on November 30th, after almost five 
years of service. 


RAWDEN E. BRADLEY and B. 
ALEXANDER JOHNSON, have an- 
nounced the formation of a law part- 
nership to be known as BRADLEY and 
JOHNSON, effective January Ist, 
with offices in Mr. Bradley’s present 
location in the Alcoma Arcade, Lake 
Wales. 


FRANK L. WATSON, RAY W. 
RICHARDSON, Jr., and JUDSON 
FREEMAN announce the formation 
of a partnership for the general prac- 
tice of law under the firm name of 
FREEMAN, RICHARDSON & WAT- 
SON, with offices located in the Buck- 
man Building, 206 West Forsyth St., 
Jacksonville, Florida, January 1, 1946. 
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